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FEE SCHEDULE FOR FY 1996—
Continued

State and county Rate per
acre

Mead
Pennington
All other counties .................. 5.84

South Carolina: All counties ..... 35.07
Tennessee: All counties ........... 23.37
Texas:

Culberson .............................. 5.84
El Paso
Hudspeth
All other counties .................. 35.07

Utah:
Beaver ................................... 5.84
Box Elder
Carbon
Duchesne
Emery
Garfield
Grand
Iron
Jaub
Kane
Millard
San Juan
Tooele
Uintah
Wayne
Washington ........................... 11.68
Cache .................................... 17.54
Daggett
Davis
Morgan
Piute
Rich
Salt Lake
Sanpete
Sevier
Summit
Utah
Wasatch
Weber

Vermont: All counties ............... 23.37
Virginia: All counties ................. 23.37
Washington:

Adams ................................... 11.68
Asotin
Benton
Chelan
Columbia
Douglas
Franklin
Garfield
Grant
Kittitas
Klickitat
Lincoln
Okanagan
Spokane
Walla Walla
Whitman
Yakima
Ferry ...................................... 17.54
Pend Oreille
Stevens
Callam ................................... 23.37
Clark
Cowlitz
Grays Harbor
Island
Jefferson
King

FEE SCHEDULE FOR FY 1996—
Continued

State and county Rate per
acre

Kitsap
Lewis
Mason
Pacific
Pierce
San Juan
Skagit
Skamania
Snohomish
Thurston
Wahkiakum
Whatcom

West Virginia: All counties ........ 23.37
Wisconsin: All counties ............. 17.54
Wyoming:

Albany ................................... 5.84
Campbell
Cargon
Converse
Goshen
Hot Springs
Johnson
Laramie
Lincoln
Natrona
Niobrara
Platte
Sheridan
Sweetwater
Fremont
Sublette
Uinta
Washakie
Big Horn ................................ 17.54
Crook
Park
Teton
Weston

All other zones: 5.69

[FR Doc. 95–27383 Filed 11–3–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Customs Service

19 CFR Parts 10, 12, 102 and 178

[T.D. 95–69]

RIN 1515–AB71

Rules of Origin for Textile and Apparel
Products

AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service,
Department of the Treasury.
ACTION: Final rule; corrections.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
final rule document which amended the
Customs Regulations to set forth
provisions governing the determination
of the country of origin of textile and
apparel products for purposes of laws
enforced by the Customs Service. The

corrections involve two erroneous
regulatory text citations.
EFFECTIVE DATE: These corrections are
effective October 5, 1995.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On September 5, 1995, Customs
published T.D. 95–69 in the Federal
Register (60 FR 46188) containing final
amendments to the Customs Regulations
to set forth standards governing the
determination of the country of origin of
textile and apparel products for
purposes of laws enforced by Customs.
The regulatory amendments primarily
implemented the provisions of section
334 of the Uruguay Round Agreements
Act (Pub. L. 103–465, 108 Stat. 4809)
and included a new § 102.21 covering
the majority of the section 334
provisions as well as new §§ 10.25 and
10.195(d) which concerned duty
treatment accorded to imported articles
incorporating textile components cut to
shape in the United States. This
document corrects the texts of §§ 10.25
and 10.195(d) which each contained an
erroneous cross-reference to the
definition of ‘‘textile or apparel
product’’ in § 102.21.

Corrections of Publication

The document published in the
Federal Register as T.D. 95–69 on
September 5, 1995 (60 FR 46188) is
corrected as set forth below.

1. On page 46196, in the third
column, in § 10.25(a), the reference
‘‘§ 102.21(b)(4)’’ is corrected to read
‘‘§ 102.21(b)(5)’’.

2. On page 46197, in the second
column, in § 10.195(d), the reference
‘‘§ 102.21(b)(4)’’ in the last sentence is
corrected to read ‘‘§ 102.21(b)(5)’’.

Dated: October 31, 1995.
Stuart P. Seidel,
Assistant Commissioner, Office of
Regulations and Rulings.
[FR Doc. 95–27437 Filed 11–3–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4820–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS

38 CFR Parts 2 and 21

RIN 2900–AG56

Veterans Training Under the Service
Members Occupational Conversion
and Training Program

AGENCY: Department of Veterans Affairs.
ACTION: Final rule and correcting
amendment.



55996 Federal Register / Vol. 60, No. 214 / Monday, November 6, 1995 / Rules and Regulations

SUMMARY: This document adopts as a
final rule with changes an interim rule
which established regulations to
provide benefits relating to job training
programs for recently discharged
veterans under the Service Members
Occupational Conversion and Training
Act of 1992.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 6, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: June
C. Schaeffer, Assistant Director for
Policy and Program Administration,
Education Service, Veterans Benefits
Administration, (202) 273–7187.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
January 31, 1995, VA published in the
Federal Register (60 FR 5848) an
interim final rule with request for
comments. This interim final rule
implemented those responsibilities with
respect to the Service Members
Occupational Conversion and Training
Act that the Secretary of Defense
delegated to the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs.

The public was given 62 days to
submit comments. VA received no
comments.

In reviewing the interim rule, VA
noted that a small amount of material
was inadvertently omitted from
paragraph (c) of § 21.4832. Even so, the
substance of paragraph (c) was evident
from the interim rule document since
this paragraph was fully discussed in
the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
of the interim rule (60 FR 5851).

Based on the rationale set forth in the
interim rule document, we are adopting
the provisions of the interim rule as a
final rule with the addition of the
material that was inadvertently omitted
from § 21.4832(c). This final rule also
affirms the information in the interim
rule document concerning the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

No Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance number has been assigned to
the program affected by these
regulations.

List of Subjects

38 CFR Part 2

Authority delegation (Government
agencies). Veterans Affairs Department.

38 CFR Part 21

Civil rights, Claims, Education, Grant
programs—education, Loan programs—
education, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Schools, Veterans,
Vocational education, Vocational
rehabilitation.

Approved: July 11, 1995.
Jesse Brown,
Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, the interim rule amending 38
CFR parts 2 and 21 published at 60 FR
5848 on January 31, 1995 is adopted as
a final rule with the following change:

PART 21—VOCATIONAL
REHABILITATION AND EDUCATION

1. The authority citation for part 21
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 38 U.S.C. 501.

2. Section 21.4832, is amended by
correctly adding the paragraph
designation (c) and paragraph (c)
introductory text to precede the second
paragraph currently designated (1)
under paragraph (b) to read as follows:

§ 21.4832 Payments to Employers.

* * * * *
(c) Payments for tools and other work-

related materials. VA may reimburse the
employer a maximum of $500 for the
costs of tools and other work-related
materials required for training upon
receipt of:
* * * * *
[FR Doc. 95–27373 Filed 11–3–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8320–01–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Parts 0, 11 and 73

[FO Docket Nos. 91–171/91–301; FCC 95–
420]

Emergency Broadcast/Alert System

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This Memorandum Opinion
and Order addresses petitions for
reconsideration of the Federal
Communications Commission’s (FCC)
Emergency alert System rules (EAS).
These rules were approved by the FCC
in 1994 to replace the Emergency
Broadcast System (EBS). The purpose of
EAS is to improve emergency warnings
and information using broadcast
stations and cable systems. The
Memorandum Opinion and Order
makes some changes requested by the
petitions and denies others, and amends
a number of the EAS rules.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 6, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
EAS Staff, Compliance and Information
Bureau, (202) 418–1220.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s
Memorandum Opinion and Order in FO
Dockets 91–171/91–301, adopted
October 4, 1995, and released October
23, 1995.

The full text of this Commission
Memorandum Opinion and Order is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
FCC’s Public Reference Center (Room
239), 1919 M Street, NW., Washington
DC 20554. The complete text of the
Memorandam Opinion and Order may
also be purchased from the
Commission’s duplication contractor,
International Transcription Services,
Inc., 2100 M Street NW., suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037, (202) 857–3800.

Synopsis of Memorandum Opinion and
Order

The Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) adopted a
Memorandum Opinion and Order
addressing petitions for reconsideration
of its Emergency Alert System (EAS)
rules. 47 CFR part 11. These rules were
approved by the Commission on
November 10, 1994, in a Report and
Order which replaced the Emergency
Broadcast System (EBS) with EAS. 59
FR 67090 (Dec. 28, 1994). The purpose
of EAS is to use various
communications technologies, such as
broadcast stations and cable systems, to
alert the public regarding national, state
and local emergencies. EAS, compared
to EBS, includes more sources capable
of alerting the public and specifies new
equipment standards and procedures to
improve alerting capabilities.

Petitions for reconsideration were
submitted by Data Broadcasting
Corporation, Sage Alerting Systems,
Inc., Federal Signal Corporation, Delco
Electronics Corporation, and the
national Association of Broadcasters.
Also received were comments,
oppositions to the petitions for
reconsideration, and replies to the
oppositions.

The petition for reconsideration
raised three major issues. The first
involved the Radio Broadcast Data
System (RBDS). RBDS may be used to
send emergency warnings on the
subcarrier of FM broadcast stations. The
Commission in its 1994 EAS Report and
Order encouraged the use of RBDS, but
did not require it. Several petitions for
reconsideration requested that the FCC
adopt rules specifying technical
standards for RBDS. The Commission in
its Memorandum Opinion and Order
declined to establish standards since the
use of RBDS is voluntary and mandated
standards would impede technological
advances and innovation.
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